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%’ This exploratory sfu&y developed and tested a causal model of politi~
calvsocialization o explain the adult political beliefs a d .behavior. of
former college studepts ii the United States and Japan. IT treated student

© °  activism both as a preduct of earlier socialization and as a socialization

expe}ience whose significance for political 'socialization research depends
on the answer to-the question of what happeus ‘to student activists after

' - . graduation. One of its maih purposes was to investigate bne of the most
important, bqg'leastrstudied, issues in the literature on political social-
jzation: the relative impact of different stages of the socialization.
process on adult political beliefs aftd behavior.. ‘ T

One of the unusual aspects of the'paper is that it utilizes true
"longitudinal. data to test a model of political socialization: its data
. is based on follow-up studies -of ‘American and Japanese student activists.
~ from major centers of student protest in the early 1960's. Another is
the use of path analysis aq\a metpodologicqi and statistical technique to.

test the causal theory. ‘

-

U;ilizing“a-three stage modeliof political socialization, th€ pro- -
portion of variance explained in the adult ideelogical commitment and ’
political activism of the former students was highly sighificant. .In the
‘¥..S. the coefficient of determination was, .553 for ideological commitment
and .434 for political behavior. In Japan, the coefficients were '.422
and .551, respectively. Ouf results indicate that political socialization

. theory can be effective in explaining adult left-wing politics, although
4’ further elaboration of the model incorporating better fndicators-of

earlier socialization is recommended. In the U. S. we‘foundfghat pre- -

adult political socialization had the greatest input.. In Japan, adult -

political socialization was more_imporﬂans} An, explanation is offered '

¢

for these differences. ' . .
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" OF SOCIALIZATION STAGES AND LEFT-WING POLITI + IN .THE .
UNITED STATES AND JAPAN . . . .

~

“

~ James M. Fendrich :
~ Sociology i ' Politieal Scidnce :
Floxida State U iversity ‘'Western Washington State College
and: Universiég of Washing%on ' . N . . .
ro. ' .,
*  If the decade of the 1960's, student, protest emerged as a’maJor force
in the\political systems of nation-states at all levels of social, economic,
and political development. The decade began with student protests in

Ellis S. Krauss

-y
.

Korea, where students?helped topple the seemihgly impregnahle authoritariae )

regime of: Syngman R%ee, and in- Japam, where pro- and anti-Communist Party

"Marxist student movements demonstrated against remewing the U.S.~Japan

security treaty, forced Prime Minister-Kishi from office, and prevented ¢

ost simultaneopsly, student
civil—rights activists in the southern United- States staged their first
sit-ins. Later in the decade, the 1964 Free Speech Movement ‘at Berkeley.

-proved to -be a forerpnner of the political ‘activism of American college

students against the Vietnam War. Toward i«the end of the 1960's, many
other nations also experienced student revolt as student protest became ‘a

" world~wide phenomenon.

- 0 A . .
Scholarly research .soon repsonded to these developments with a -spate

‘of articles and hooks analyzing the sources, nature, and consequences of

student protest. . Some of the 1iterature was purely descriptive, focusing

. on the immediate goals, organizations, activities, contexts, and impacts

of student movements and the governmental and academic, respqnses to them.
Other works provided more, systematic. and theoreticak perspectives on the
background, socialization, psychology, infellectual characteristics, and
politicization of student activists.” But even now, fifteen years after
the impact of student protest on political systems was first felt, we
lack comparative and systematic data on the political fate of these student
activists after graduation. e know a good dea} about the childhood .
socialization and politicization of student activists, but almost nothing®
about the durability of their leftist qrientations and activist behaviors
now that they have become adults. .

a r\ > : ’

Until now, whether stydent activists' political identities are main-

" tained or changed after graduation has been discussed primarily in popular

myth and scattered journalistic articles. Such safjings as "He who is
not a radical at twerity does not have a heart; he who is otill one at
forty does not have a head" are found in'most cultures. Articles in
newspapers and magazines frequengly appeér tracing the leaders and follow-
‘ers of former student‘movements.~ Although some of these articles indi-
cate that. popular assumptions concerning co-optation after graduation may
be invalid, their gamples are so small ard itheir ‘methods of selection so
unsystematic and non-random that no generalizations can be made from théir
reports, Only a few scholars have addressed themselves to the problem,
and their data too have been unrelated to any control sample, or have
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. **  'studied their sample too soon after graduatioﬂ.q

4
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_The lack of any comparative, scholarly, and systematic research on |,
‘the problem of former student activists' post-graduation political identity
and behavior is especially unfortunate: by ignoring the problem, relegat-
ing it to a jou alist exercise, and focusing on the antecedents of student
activism rather than on its products, we have missed the ppportynity to :

- test our assumptions about the stgnificance of student movements and the ~

importance of political socialization in youth. By looking only at the
short-term effects of student movements, and by treating student activisin
as only the eﬁd-product‘of a socialization process, we have ignored the
°potential’of participation®in student politics as a potent po;itiéal soc—
ialization expéerience in its own right. And, like all other socialization |,
_experiencdes, the test of student activism' ultimate significance rests on
the question of whether participation in the student movement has a long-
term impact on participants' adult political beliefs %nd behavior, or :
whether earlier socialization to leftism and activism is mitigated by

A

* adult 'docialization experiences. Investigating what happens to student:

©n

ackivists after graduation thus affords us the opportunity to test one of
cenq;é%%issues, and confusions, in political socialization thgoryn..th¢‘.
relativk influence of sgage7 of political socialization on adult political
orientation and activities. . . .

Most poIitical‘%ciencistS'have confined their émpirical stgdieé‘of .
political socialization to childhood. or early youth, particularly to the
influence of agents such‘as the family and school. Where authors have
found relationghips between home or school environmeats and the political

«,beligfs of children, they have viewed the impact of these early‘énvirog-
ments as formative for later adult political orientation and activity. .
But in the *absence of any empirical evidente on the adult characteristics
of their sampled in later life, this view is speculative. Concerning -the
widely-held assumption in socialization studies that early -political
léarnipg is relatively enduring,  Searing, SchWwartz, and Lind have noted:

VA Ea¢h of the better-known studies hag simply offered 4
’ a series of childhood drientations which may influence

: . ‘adult attitudes and behavior. Arguments have  been
J °  couched in terms of conjecture or suggestive hypotheses
These qualifications reflect recognition that evidence

_to support such categorical assertions is regretfully
absent.? 7 R . s '

©
S~

Such unsdpported assertions have been made because of the influence ¢
of child-development theory's emphasis on early learning, because of the -

~ diffculty of acquiring longitudinél data, and because of the need to
jestify the study of childhood and youth in terms of its all-important
end-products, adult 'belief and behavior. As recent critiques’ of the
political socialization literature s have pointed out, although\almost .

-+ everyone agrees that political socialization is a life-long phenomenon

and that the '"payQff" in studying childhéod political socialdization is
- what you may be able to explain, about adult political characteﬁisticsr

almost no one has conducted political socialization stugie$_on‘adu1ts tob.
: {
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A . ascertain whetheIOthe characteristics found in childhod do in_ fact pgrsist
' .into later life. : _ S . » .

. Although political socialization theorists'emphasize the formative-

14 - ness of pre-adult soclaligation experiences, a contrary school of thought
) has advanced: the hypothesis that adult! experiences are more influential

_ . than earlier experiences in determining adult political beliefs'and behav-

,j ) ~ ior. One variety’of this "maturational" model centends that the socio-

S ; psychological response to the process of aging invariably brings about .

}i ' more conservative orientations® Thu&, Lipset.and Ladd used "cohort analysis

A}

: * ’to dnalyze and political orientations of former college students and con-

Jo . ; - glude that "Aristotle's emphasis on the modergting effects of experience ,

. .and aging turns out ‘to be more predictive than Mannheim's stress on the

p . . long-teIT consequences of the formation of generatibon-units among the f

: young. . .

\-’ ¢ =

‘ T~ . . . -4 e,
The functional analysis of Eisenstadt and Parsofis emphasizes the )
functional need of society to integrate youth into adult roles, The - ce 4
' functionalists see youth groups and movements as temporary transitions .

: on the way to assuming’ and accepting existing adult. roles.12 ¢Whether o
. ’ -the accent be on aging or 6n role-integration, the import - .of the ' 'matur- 7 -
. . ational" assumption-is‘the same:’ theexperiences“of youth are not forma-
o . tive and need not pre4ict ‘fully adult orientdtions and behavior. Youth,
' o regardless of their prior beliefs or activity, are expected to quietly
assume and accept rqles in adult society -and become more %pnservative. e
vt N In“contrast to’ the maturational stress on the universal. pr0cesses
. + of aging-and integration into adult society, another variant in "the youth
versus adulthood sweepstakes of political docialization is an emphasis
on how specific adult roles may have selecgive effec on,.prior belief
N ‘. and behavior patterns. Thusd, one type of occupation may reinforce the
' pdtterns of socializatidn in’ youth, while another may stimulate a change
in the patterns. Almond and Verba's ‘discovery that participation in
'\ decisioms at the workplace could reinforce or conflict with prior polit- .

~ ' _ »lcal socialization experienciﬁ in the famlily or schools provides, one
. //: support-fdr this hypothesis: So does much of the work in sociology .
4 on th impact of different occupational roles on personality and behav— s
1 . _ ior. Thus, individuals, with similar political beliefs and prior” social- - &
) "+ izagtdom, experiences are expected to behave differently because of the . t !

constraints or lack of them in their adult roles: One type of occupation -
' N may allow for the expression of '"deviant" beliefs while another type '
may constrain such expression; the responsibilities of marriage may help
stifle rebellious political behavior, while remaining single may help .
perpetuate that behavior. Finally, there is the added complexity intro-. s
-‘duced by varying cultures and' social .structures. ‘The relative _impact.of ’
9 - different stages of the socialization process may\possibly vary with the
extent to which stages of the life‘cycle are politicized, and the defin-
v _ition and constraints-of social roles, in different cultures. - ' .
>~ . Al 1 '
< " . Even this brief and selective review of an issue at the heart &f
Vo . . 6litical socialization theory--which stage of the life cycle and which
’ ggents have what Agpact on adult political variables--can well lead: .
to despair. There is a wealth of hypotheses on the relative potenc§9o
o e . . various stdges of political socialization, but most_data@foncé us to - !}

(Wt
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. * of 'student protest raised above, by presenting a multivariate, cross-

" ment and adult political activism of former student dgtivists...\The'model .

. 7 B . A

N A " . ; ,\\\ ) ’ . ‘ dﬂ . -~ .
make speculative leaps’of‘ﬁaith or to lend support to each of the hypoth-
eses in turn. In great part, this results (1) from using cross~sectional _ °
rather than longitudinil data -to study a problem that is rerently longi-.
- tudinal, (2) ftom. using bivariate dedigns where multi-variate designs are
¢alled for; and (3) from having little cross-national data. This .study .
attempts to shed some light on the issues of political socigliZation and

7

national, and longiéudinaI study of the political socialization into adult=
hood of former activisfs. It treats students activism bpth as a «prodyct -
of earlier socializatign and as a socialization experience whose signifi-
cance for political socialization research depends on thé answér to the ¢ .
questfbn of what happens to student activistg after gradﬁatidn.: Construct~
ing a generel model of the 3tages of political sac}alizaﬁion—-fémily and . -
school, student activism, adult roles--we go on to test it with longitudinal;
empirical evidence of the political fates of student activists who partici-
pated in two of the mosﬁébnpbrtaht«student movements of .the early 1960's--
the 1960 anti-sepurity tfeaty movement in Japan and the ¢ivil rights
movement in the American South. o - T
- ' . - . . ] LN ’ ‘ o

MODEL AND .METHODOLOGY -

. U

A causal modei isidévéloped to,exglaim<the adult ideoloéic%; commit—

emphasizes that political socialization occurs at major stages in the®
ifejcycle. An early stage affects Tater stagéé'énd all sdcialization.
sxperié ces affect’the dependent, variables of adult politits.. The model
is presénted in Figure 1. The first ‘stage involves family and s hool *
soéializatiBhy . Research onqstudent activism suggests that both the family
.and sghogl, ﬁarticpligly college experiences, are important dete inants
-of student politics.”” ' A number 'of studies reveal that early wayes-of
student activistslwén more likely to be raised .in fapilies with/ higher,
socioceconomic status- ( ES),‘garticularly if SES :is measured by the educa- .
. tional level of the parents. 6 Presﬁmabi§ the more. educated pgrents are ~
more liberal or progressive, and consequently, they socialize gheir ’
children into liberal or left-wing politics. The outcome of , the political
socialization’ is not always anticipated, clearly understood, r'approved
by the pareni§. ‘Frequengly the ‘'socialization experiences ard indirect.
_and. complex. Nevefthe ss, the exposure to political events through
the political attitudes ard behavior of parents as well as the othe?Q. B
.political exposure provided by—parents does provide a basi political
orientation different from those youth who are not raised An high SES '
families.. The SES of- the former students family of origin was expected
to influence student activism, adult political socialization ‘and adult
politics. - - "

-

3

-

- N e

" An important indicator of school political socialization is major
*in college. Academicmajor is the product of earlier socialization
experiences at the elementary and secondary level that led to a .choice
in major as well as socialization experiences in college. Res€arch in
the United States has shown that faculty and students in the social
sciences or other, liberal arts programs are further to the' left than

o L . -

/
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ing, agriculture;’etc. Major in college’reflects the combined sociali- %

students majoring in pon-arts andnscizizzjareas, e.g.,'eduggtioh; engineer- |

zation experiences-of the selective exposure to réading materials). lectures

and interaction with students and faculty. Major ih coIlegé was,d expected
to influencd student activiém, adult political-socialization and aduld
politics. : : . W\ : o RN L

\ o

~

Participation in student politics itself is 4 powerful socialization B
éxperignce.' Adamek and Lewis' data, suggest pafticipaqion.iﬂ demongtrations
where severe force is’used_to suppress demonstr&dtors is a radicalizing &
and activating experience. Demerath, et. ‘al. data in their four year

follow-up of white civil rights activists indieates that”the activists. "
,sremdained left~wing and were -choosing careers consistent with their political
commitments. ?L}pset and Ladd estimate that in the U. S. ‘as many as.
350,Q9022011ege students were radicalized by the eollege protest of the .
..1960’s.”" similarly, Tsurumi found participation in-demonstrations to bel
l.fthe'exﬁérience modt cited by.Japanese student 1§§der§ and activists when
. agked what led them to ,adopt Marxist socialism. In Japan, one author
estimates 25 percent of the studtnts at Tokyo University were "hard.core'.
leaders.and activists in the 1960 agti-tregty student ‘movemént and another
'90‘percent.partiéipated in demonstrations.”~ - The'intensity of experience
- fin confitontation politics justifies the inclusiqn of partidipatioﬁ in
‘the student movement as a major stage in the political socialjzation of
.college students.and to egpect it to affect career choices, life-atyles |
and adult'politics. ‘ S g - / T .

- L4 P . -

p) K . . s

L4

. Since most of the-work o political soéi%lizption has focused on the ~

_effects of the famiky and schools not much is ‘known about the effects of .
the third stage,of political sociqiization--adult politigal socialization.
However, Schonfeld and Dennis and Easton siggest that tya important
politfcal sopia%ézation egviionments for .adults are edir families and
werk sitiation.” The precise working of political cialization in these
enviropments is not clearly yunderstood. Presumably 1 responsibilities
of having to support members of the nuclear -or exteﬁ‘ . family, -as well
_as/ the social pressures to meet the responsibilities om relatives and/ .
friiends, are a ‘form of adult political socialization forcing adults to

The §econ§ stage‘ofvpoliéiégl,soc?alization is student activisii. .

be mpre moderate, As former students become members of the labor force,” ~°

~ .

they are subject.to the socialization pressure$ of peers and superiors -

in the careers they have chosen. In general; political socialization at \ ‘-

this stage is conceptualized as a, constant tauging political moderation. $s
In this analysis, howqxe&g adult family and career political éocialfzatiox ’
are variables that can %e differeptial effects. Young adults ¢an choose
the life style they prefer with respect to family commitments,. There are *-

also dccupational ¢hofces that vary widely in their potential for politital . °

socialization. Adult politicaf socialization is expected.to be partly
dependent on previous socialization. experiences and thereby have. indirect -
effects on adult politics. _However, the ‘political socialization of young
adults is expected to have impqrganf indepéndent ot dirert effects on iy
adult politics. -0 Lo ' y -

.

.
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: . mediator of all causes of political behavior. The' relation between ,

N \l<§. . v
Finallygadult political sentiments, as expressed by ideological.
commitment, is expected to have both direct. and, indikect effects on adult
~ political activism. Studies ranging from The American Voter - to Goldberg

suggest that political sentiments or ideologiggl attitudes are the final

ideological identification’ and political activism is considered to he R
partly spurious, i.e., it is due to the indixect effects of “previous -
stages of political socialization and partly a direct effect of adult
_political ideological commitment.
v [
' N - The causal model of the effects of pblitical socialization stages
on adult politics was tested using longitudinal, cross-national data on
" Japanese and U. .S. adults who. were students during the early 260 s.
_ Initially two -separate studies were designed and carried out In many
AN respects the similarities in the studies dre remarkable. Both focused
' on the early vanguard members of the student protést movement. . Both
'recognized the need for control groups to determine the long range effects 2
2 student activism. Both were aware.that an extended time period between,
lege and adult politics was essential in determining the’ separate effects’
. of each stage of political socializdtion. Both focused: on male activists,
- thereb eliminating the interesting but compounding problem of sex differ-’
~ences. - Both studies included variables that made it possible to utilize
a_small number of either identical 8r similar items. .y

-

‘

.

- - ¢

- - ’ L=

) fﬂ In 1962 Tsurumi interviewed one hundred students“at fout major-
. uniyersities i Tokyo many of whom participated in.the ampaign against

# the Japa Dget 's approval of the U. S. -Japan Security Treaty in April-

June, 19 - Of the original smaple, J7 were located in 1969, and 53
“or 70 percent were re-interyiewed in 1970. 0f this ntmber, 28 were either

s leadérs or committed activists and 25 were marginal to the ,student move-
meﬁt i.e,, they had never belonged 'to a major faction in the student-
movement and were only mobilized to demonstrate during tthe treaty crisis.
Those who were only marginal to the student movement had a much lower
: level ES political commitment, and therefore were used as a contrql
—_— group . .\\ _ . -~ N .

The student protest movement in the U. S. began in the South The
beginning date was dn -February 1, 1960, when four.hlack freshmen sat-in
=" at a lunch counter in Greensboro, North Carolin - .Over the next four
years, thousands of black and‘white students joined the civil rights
movement. Data wére gathered from whites who participated in civil rights’
demonstrations in one of the major centers of the movement, e.g., Matthews
anthrothro selected the €ity as o E.pf four in the South for an in-depth
+ study of the civil rights movement. Students who did not participate
in the,givil rights movement were also randomly°selected for a control
« -group.- -Respondents were mailed‘questionnaires in'197l after the demon- .
strations. The overall response rate was 63 percent. Twenty-eight
activists and 67. ndhactivists returned the questionnaires. The response
rate was not significantly different .for activist.s and non—activists.

*




,}‘ tutions in the societies; and (3) participating in political protests
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. DEPENDENT VARIABLES

-

°

. v - s -
N , . . . R Y

. b : : G- '
° . OPERATIONALIZATION OF THE MULTIVARIATE MODEL

' Operationally, variables that are indicators of political socialifi-
t¥on prior to the respondenqéﬁ-involvemenf in student polttics dre the
exogenous variables. Studeht activism and adult political socialization

are intervening variables. Both the‘exdgeﬁOus and intervening variabl;s
a

are employed’to, predidt and explain yar%@nce'in the dependent variableg:
) . L4 “ - . ge - .

' - . ‘

-

7 ‘ i 4 . . ot - | ,
Adult politiéal activism (X.)--This concept refers to the current

'\ﬁ political activities-of the former college students. Three different

formé of .political behavior were measured in both countries; (1) doing
organizational work in“politijél programs and campaigns, e.g,, distribu-
‘ ting ‘petitions, activity in election -campaigns, etc.:ifii'béing a member
of either a traditional political party or a political movement organiza-
. tion cogmitted to modifying or changing one or more of the major insti-
__demonstrations. “Thus we have a mneasure of participation in‘ﬁgstitutioﬁal
and noninstitutional politics ranging from scores of 3 to 6,”" It'is )
expected that the most committed leftist would be highly involved.™ .

. Addlt Ideological CBmmiﬁﬁent‘(X )HJCoqcépcually this ;qferé_to the®

ngspohdént's self-identification on a political continuum from right to
left. It was used to measure political éentiments.and beliefs. -In the
United States former students were given the’ responses bf: (1) conserva-
tive, (2) moderate or independent, (3) liberal, and (4) radical. This
single item was correlated (r = .77) with a l4-item radicalism-conserva-/
tion. scale developed py Nettler and Huffman,” indicating ideological

commitment has construct validity. In Japan the four comparable.categories

were: (1) comservative, (2) moderate-or independent, (3) progressive,’
and (4) very progressive. In the' political culture and political termi-
nology of *post-war Japan, 'Progressiye'-is an oft-us:} gynonym for being
“politically "left," and thus being “tyery progressive" would be, equivadent
tb a "radical" self-identification. T .
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INTERVENING VARIABLES . .

Family Responsibilities (X )-jThi§~simply refers to fhe extent of '
family qg}igations. AOperatioﬁailyf"respondents are classified,as:

(1) married or single with family ob;igafidﬁs, e.g., thildfen or relatives;

‘(25 married without further obligations; (3) single or divorced with no;
- obligations« . : *, T _

Ty

Y

Career Choice (X,)--Conceptually this refers to bccupational putr3duits
. affer college. Occupational careers are either a facilitator or con-" -
straint of adult political socialization depending upon the nature of the
employer and the worfk environment. They are classified along a continuum’
ranging from Bhose that offered primarily the extrinmsic rewdrds of mgney

and status in the privaté Secfp of the economy to those that offered EEe
BN . -{éﬂv »
s .-00010 -

A

p




3

- N L4

. R ! ’

. - e , - o 4 .
N . ° ' P o 8 9,
. - T . . v . ol
Ly N N f ,‘ » /~ '
\ op ortunity to perform human services and express- creativity' ﬁbrmer W
-activists were ‘expected to pursueje careers ih the knowledge add human -~

_service industries -that proyvide ,the opportunity to foster or maintain®
thejr political commitments. /03%ration .1y,. occupations are classified
int nine categories: "(1) managers 3?9/ icials in larger corporations,
(2) proprietors, managers and offici in smalle businesses"(3) -pro-
‘fessionals and technicians in privat practice, é.g., doctors, lawyers,
CPA's, etc.; (4) public officjal’s; (5) Public professionals‘and technfcians;
" (6) social seryice workers and, school teachers; (7). academic professionals
" at‘the. university level; (8) communicative arts specialists, e. g.,aJournal—
ists, ‘yriters,’ editors; artists,.,etc.; and (9) full—tipe activists working -

‘for soc1al and political c?ange. e ; . ) ¢ w

s ’ -

sytdents were involved in confrontation politfcs with established author-
ities. -In the United States, those ‘'students bo did npt participate 'in
ﬂemonstratio were given the score of (1) and civil rights protesters

(2). In Japan, the political situation ,was different with a higher‘per- ;.
centage of Tokyeo students taking part. in demonstrationss *The marginal '
activists who only occasionally or never- demonstrated and were not members
of majo‘zﬁludent factions were scored as.- (l) and’ the highly comnitted

¢

éctivisssjas (2) T ' . gyi .

* Student Activism - X )——Conceptually thisérefe‘s to the extent that

" -

- ~ . L . . . ,

EXO_GEN,OUS VARIABLES '+ | _ . . . .o
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Major in College (X )--Conceptually this refers to the- general field

if academic pursuits choSen by the former students. Operatlonally, ”j
espondentB were classified irito three .groups: (1) non-arts and science
majors; (2) arts and science maJors' excluding the social sciences' and.

(3)* social science maJors. »

Te - A ' TN .

. ‘Father's Education (X )——This variable is used as an 1nd1cator ofw P
the political socialization in -thé home prior to entering college. Therei&
were four'categonies or the educational level of fathers: (1) less. than
high school; (2) high school graduation' 3) coll e work; .and (4) grad-
uate work beyond college.@ L N ZF
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< ‘ THE DATA ' - .
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3 Table/{ﬁ;eports the means and stiandard' deviations and- the correlation
matrix for the U. S. and Japan. The U. S. correlations are above the .

. diagonal and the Japanese below. ’It is presented so the reader can - :
- (1) havewawdescriptive understanding. of/the data ‘at the bivariate leve1

(2) test alternative causal models using the information @rovided and Ny
- (3). compute the unstandardized path coefficients. The table i#ndicates. . '
-that the wvariances for the variables are not, with the exception of ]
father's education, different. Tests for equal variance indicated t"
only father!s education had unequal varianées beyond ‘the .10 level of .
confidence. The .variance for.the U. S. sample was larger. - Sinceé
disproportionate stratified samples were used the reported levels of
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- stdatistical significance “should only-beqﬁbnsidered heuristic indic&tors.39

_ Table -1 revealg that the U. S. corrélations are fairly strong in the'. ° o
‘predicted direction’ except-for father'd educatiom,rwhich has relatively .

. Jow-correlations. The pattern-of bivarjate relations is somewhat -different
‘ﬁothh&ggapanese\sample. ;pqth_major"ip college .and $amily opligations -
indicate/relations opposite in the direction predicted, ,suggesting that :
political gocialization may vary cross-culturally (this will be discussed, - - 3

. in kore detail later).: In both samples student qptivism:abﬁears'to;have‘jy . -

. the strongest effect-on the dependent variables.‘ Outside of *knowledge of \ |

the strength of bivariate relations among the variables a number of problems” <

]

of interprdtation exist. Becausé theexbgenous and intervening variables
are interrelated, little is kKhown abbut the "relatife" impact of each
variabie on the dependent variables. There is"also'the problem of spurious- = .
ness. Part of the-total cor®lation with a dependent viriable at . the o7
bivaridte level mjy be due to.the indirect éffects of a third variable, NS )
e.g., father's SES may not appear to directly affect the dependent vari- T
dbles; it may havefindirect effects through the interveniny varidbles. S I
Finally, the bivariate analygﬁs‘does not providé a way to,issess.tﬂg,total PR
" contribution of,the variables in explaiming variance in the dépendent ’ . 4
variables;nor does it provfﬁe a 'means of determining the-contrihdtion 9? .
the separate stages of political socialization. A
X .

ce
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MULTEVARIATE ANALYSIS = = . . -7 I
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~ Multivariate analysis is efiployed to overcome these prbbiems. Path
analysis is dtilizeds for determining the "pest -fit" of-a causal model-for’
political socialization fQ;?éégh sample. The procedures involyed- in
dete@gining the best éﬁgirical modeks is (1) compute all the eta weights’ .
~ for a fully recursive system of all asymmetrical relationsf (2 from this - <
. ~ set of path coefficients gselect only thoﬁﬁ-that are =—— .10, eii@inating
- all other paths in the recursive system, (3) régompute"the beta WeightS' N .
. for the  revised model "and retain those that are — .10. Table 2 reports i v
_the path coefficig ts, residuals and coefficients of detegminatio for
’,Ehe'f;nal models, Thé direct and indirect effects on each inte?%ening

.fnd dependent variable will be analyged first for the U. S., then Japap; _
. _ RN ‘ o ) S )
i STUDENT ,ACTIVISM . - . R ’ - Ce e

. . T

The %n&icgggrs of political'socialization for the meily“and sqpoqi SR
. do have direct effects on student activism. In the U. S. the  beta™" -
. weights are .168 for father"s ediication and .338 for major,in college.
Beth students from higher $ESffami}fks and social science majors were
more involved in student protest politics. Togethenﬁihe measures accourt P
for 15 percent of the variance in student. activism. In Japan the respec—
tive beta weights for father's é:j%;tion ang.maior,in college are .193

2

- and\-.137, respectively. Contrary o what was expected, non-arts and
science majors were more active, student? in Japan. Together the
r,"g indicaf@rs of ‘family and school political socialization accquntligf only
. 6 percent of the variance for the Japanese samgle. - . . (,
T _ . ' Ao ’ Co g .
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| CARGER CHOICE . -

-~ In the U. S. the politicdl socialization indicators of family (.109), -
_“school (.156), and student activism (.576) have direct effects on carepr '
. choice. "Together they accbuﬁt for 46. percent of the variance in career .
.choice. Student activism has the strongest independent effect accounting.
for' 38 ‘percent of Ahe total variance by itself. Both father's education
€:10) and school 20) pokitical gocialization have meaningful indirect
e . . eFfects on career choicé. - That is, the total correlations between the
A exogenous variables and career choice are partly spurious because of the
N\ ingirect“effectgfvia student activism on career ,choice. In Japan -only
v student activism (.413)-has.a direct effect on career choice, i.e.,.when
T thg:pfher-mgasures of political»sociali;ation are controlled,.activists -
~ * are niére likely to be pursuing careers in the knowledge and human service
. industries than nonactivists. Student activism accounts. for 17 percent -
R of the variance in career choice.’ Although‘family_(.9§) and school (.06)
political socialization do not have direct effects, they do affect career
choice, indirectly via student acti%ism. e -

-

w

“o
-

' FAMILY OBLIGATIONS *

The secand indicator of adult political ‘socialization is family
obligations. » In the U. S. two variables havegdipect,effegcs—amajbr'in '

Z'cpllege‘(.261)¥and student activism (,340).'~So¢i31“$ciehce majors and
activists are more likely to remain single. Together the two measures
account for 25 percent of the variance in family obligations. Both ‘
father's education‘(~06)'and majbr in college (.12) have indirect effects . -
‘on family obligations via student activism.' In Japan the only direct o

| effect on‘familyfobligations is major in college (-.301). ‘Non-arts

v and science majors are more likely -to remain single. ‘Major in college
- ) accountg for 9 percent of the variance in family obligations. - . '

T

’r

ADULT IDEOLOGibAL—coMMITMENT'-'- .

. % . . g
This is the first of two dependeﬂfﬁaariables."In_the U. 5. one
indicator of each-stage of political socialization has direct effects
on adult ideological commitment. They are: father's education (-.114);
student activism (:636)3 and family obligatiohs;(.ZlS).‘ Together the
‘three variables account for 55 percent of the variance in adult ideolog-
" jcal commitment. Student activism‘has the -largest independent effect
and accounts for 45 percent of the variance by itself. Those adults . -
who are further to the left ideqlogically are former’college students
raised in lower SES homes, have developed the least family obligations
-_and most gsignificantly were student activists. Three indirect effects

are meaningful. Father's education affects ideological commitment via
student activism and major in college affects ideological commitment via
both student activism and via family obligatioms.. ' : s

4

) ~ In Japan three variables have diré&¥veffezts.on ideological coﬁmit-
" ment. The path coefficients are:. (.134) for father's education; (.405)

%
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for student activism and (. 328) for ‘career choicé. Together they account
for 42 percent of the variance 'in ideological commitment which is lower
than for the U. S. sample but still substartial. By themselves student ’

total variance. In constiast to the U. S. sample, career choice has a
strong independent direct effect indicating that this measure of adult

-activism and career choice account for 23 percent and 16 percént of the jS

_ political .socialization has more éxplanatory power in Japan. Two paths

have indirect effects on ‘adult ideological commitment: fdther's educa-
tion (.08) via student a¢tivism; and major in college ( 07)-wia student ~ _
activism. ") . .

~

o N R ]

11 . .
_ Ih the U. S. three variables have direct effects on adult political
activism. Major in college (.124), student activism (.432) and adult
ideological, commitment (.217) account for 44 percent of. the variance. '
Again student activism is the best predictor accounting for 27 percent .
by itself. Three*indirect paths influerce adult political behavior.
Father's education (.07) affects adult bolitical behavior via student , °
activism-and major in college (.15) via student activism and vid both

‘studeht activism and adm%t ideological commitment (.06). . )

”

In Japan the causal effedts on adult political behavior are different.
The five indicators for the three stages of political socialization all
have direct effects but adult'ideological orientation does not have an

. independent direct effect. Togethef father's education (.144), major in

college (-.222), student activism (.220), career choice (.504) and family ~
obligations (-.207) account for 55 percent of. the variance in adult
political behavior.- That is, those former students who.participate most-
extensively in leftist behavior are those whose fathers had more education,
were not social science majors in college, were highly involved “in student
protest, have pursued careers in the knowledge and human service industries *
and had more family obligations. In the U. S. the causal model is slightly
better in predictipg adult ideological orientatjon. In Japan the model '
predicts_ adult leftist behavior better. °‘Also in contrast to the U. S.,
career choice is the single best predictor instead of student activism.
Only one path had an indirect effect on adult political behavier. Y Major .
in college (.06) affected leftist behavi%r via family obligationms.
_ One major advantage of a recursive modeél is the possibility of t
determining the increments in the proportion of explained.variance that
can be attributed to various stages of political socialization and
political beliefs. Since this study focuses on the contributions of
stages of political socializatio it was decided to use the forward
procedure recommended by Duncan, beginning with the most remote causes,
then movigg toward immediate causes. Table 3 présents the proportion of
wvariance explained for each stage of political socialization and, for
adult pdlitical activism, the proportion explained by adult ideological
commitment. Family and school political socialization have larger
effects in the U. S. (.084) than Japan (.051) on adult ideological commit-
ment. Student activism has the largest incremental effect for both the

=
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U. S. (.433) and Japan (.282). Student activism is the major determinant

of left-wiﬁg ideological commitment although dts effects in the U.:S. are.

somewhgt greater. In Japan (.096) adult political socializatidn has a

stronger effect than in the-U. S. (.038). Thus in the U. S. socialization =~

into adult left-wing ideological commitment is more .dependerit upon family,
school and student politics. Whereas, in Japan student politicgsand
adult political socialization -are more important. .

;A similar pattérn éxists for adult left-wing political activism.' ¢
F8mily and scho6l political socialization effects at 136 for th? u. S. .
and .083 for Japan. The inckemental effect of student activism is .279 .

. for the U. S. and, .196 for Japan. Although adult political socialization
. has almost no incremental effect.for the U. S. (.009), the effect is

substantial for,-Japan (.272). The proportion of explained variance due.

to adult ideological commitment is not very great for either sample;

.021 for the U. S. and .004 for Japan. While political sentiments and
ideologica%}identification may Be the figal mediator of the- causes of- . .
political behavior and while it.may have a high correlation with political
behavior, this research suggests that knowledge of the caysal antecedents ,

" of both political attitudes and behavior is sufficient to explain political
< * L

behavior. . : _— ; R
‘ ' ¢ . E it
DISCUSSION - '

. This exploratory study developed a causal model of political sociali-
zation to explain the adult political beliefs and behavior of former
college students in the United States and Japan. Path analysis was used
as a methodological and statisti&il technique to test the causal theory;

.

" the richness of the information it provides makes it a more useful pro-

cedure than other ‘available bivariate or multivariate techniques in, test-9
ing a theory. We used a recursive, additive, linear -model -to determine

. not only the strength but also the structure of the causal relationships.

It was used ‘to examine the total relatiomship of the ekogerious and inter-.
vening variables' as they singly and collectively explain variance in the
dependent variables. Thus we could determine the relative contribution
of each stage of political socialization, the differential effects of
separate political socialization indicators, and the variations in the
United States and Japan. Using three stages of political socialization
the .proportion of the variances explained in ideological commitment v

and political behavior were highly significant for both countries. In
the U. S. the coefficient of determination was .553 for ideological com-

‘ }nitment“and .435 for political behavior. In Japan the coefficients were

422 and .551, respectively. These are strong findings given the various

sources of measurement error, the necessity of using indirect indicators
gﬁﬂiﬁlg'exclusion of sienificant

variables contributing to the unexplained variance. Political socializa-

tion theory is effective in explaining adult political attitudes ard
behavior for former college students. ~

In the U. S. family and school political socialization did account
for a-significant part of the variance in political identification (.084)
and political behavior (.136). The incremental effects for Japan were

A3 b]
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not significant. The data suggest that this stage of political sociali~
) . zation is (1) ‘not adequately measured, particulogly for Japan or (2)
. *  ig not as important as-dtudent protest politics and adult political
sociglirzation. The research utilized two indirect indicators of these
-early socialization experiences. Father's education and major in college
43 only indicate the possible effects of .geperal politicgl socialization
i environments. Within these two environmeﬂts there are a wide variety of
¢ . specific socialization experiences that may have long-range consequences,
. For example, Krauss found that Japanese activists first became’ politicized -
. during their middlecand high schdol years. Future activists could iilready
be distinguished by their greater participation in school extracurricg&aq
activities and more«frequent discussion of politics with their peers.
 If better ‘measures had been available there undoubtedly would have been
an improvement. in the proportion of variance explained. It should be
.pointed out,.fowever, that studies using more and better measures of
family and school political socialization have only been able §o account
for less than 30 percent of the variance in student activism. In short;
this stage oﬁ;political sociglization is_ not a strong predictor of student
" politics lef alone adult politics CIf the objective is to-explain adequately
- variation in-adult politics more emphasis than at. present should be placed
on developing better measurestE gtuderit politics and adult pblitical
) soi}alization : .
T , " Student.activism is the best predictor of adult politics. It has -
very strong direct effects in both countries. Those students who were
_ most active in student, protest are now the.adults furthebt to be left in

: , their political identification and most active in institutional and non-

~ institutional politics. The;descriptive results suggest just how differ-

" _ ent the activists are. In t&\.United States 54% of the former activists,
but none of the non-activists\ are self—proﬁessed radicals. In Japan 50%

- of the comnmitted activists compared to 8% of the marginal activists con-
\ sider themselves radical ('‘very- progressive") In .the United States,
70% .of the activists have participated in political organizational work
and 74% have participated in political demonstrations since leaving col--
lege. The comparative figures for mon-activists were 47% and 7% respec-
tively. In Japan the same figures for the committed. aCtivists were 61%
and 72% compared to 20% and 20% for the marginal activists . The data
. . strongly suggest the political commitments formed while attending college
~have been actively maintained and reinforced <
Adult political sotjalization can be either a facilitator or con-
straint for-maintaining political commitments. In the United States,
career choice had no direct effect.-because student activism determined
* career choice, i.e., once student activism explained variance.in the
dependent.Variables, there was not much variance that could be explained
indepefidently by career choice. * In Japan, career choice has a strong
direct effect indépendent of other measures of political socializationm.

1 If former Japanese students are in the knowledge and human service
industries (journalism, writing,. academic, etc.), their Jleft-wing politics
is facilitated. On the other hand, if they are ip the private sector of
the economy, their left-wing politics is constrained, particularly in

eference to political behavior. These important cordtrasts between the
. N \ . a
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impact of occupational role on the political behavior of former activists
in the United States and Japan undoubtedly reflect differences in culture,
occupational structure, .and role-expectations in the two countri€¢s. In

the Japan, of ,the 1960's,, a cultural emphasis on finding a "place" in the -

normal, occupational structure, a phenomenal economic, growth based on *

'private enterprise, and a development of ‘the private enterprise 'salary

man" as the ideal role-uodel for youth, created temptations and’ pressures
on some former activists -to enter .careers in the private sectors providing
status, security, and money. Once in these occupations, a lack of both’
occupational mobility and of differentiation between public and priwuate
roles, along with expettations of loyalty to the company, produce tremen-

dous constraints on political exppess
United States to the same degree.

ion, constraimts not found in. the
In the United States, pluralist '

life-styles, white-collar occqpational mobility, and the specificity be-
tween public ‘and privataX{oles provide greater freédom to former activists

_in the choice of careersjand in the expression of political beliefs once -

in those careers.

.Q,' rs

-

For American student activists, remaining free of family obiigations
after graduation was a‘faeilitator of left-wing po}litics. In Japan, family
obligations were a facilitator of left-wing political. behavior, a result
opposite from what was predicted. Although~a full ‘explanation for these
different reZults in the two countries remains to be determined, we can °
attempt some informed speculation. .The fesults may reflest the different%w
norms governing marriage and sex roles in“the United States and Japan.

The division of labor between husband and wife in middle-class Japanese
families is much clearer than in American families with the Japanesé

male having. almost exclusive, responsibility for the "outside world" of
career and community relations, ‘and. the wife having primary responsibility
for househol®l and child-rearfng matters. In addition, the Japanese hus-
band and father tends to spend. less time at home and be less intensely
involved in family relationships, but has more authq¢rity, "than his American
counterpart. These expectations governing the male role in the Japanese
family would thus mitigate the wejlght if family obligations as.a constraint’
on polithal expression in Japan. . In addition, the findings may revedl
that in Japan young people exercise more taution in entering primary group
roles, and, consequently, former committed activists have more support

for engaging in adult left-wing politics from their spouses and friends. .
Thus, most former dctivists in the Japanlese sample live with people and

‘have frieags with leftist Beliefs who would not object to their politiéai

activity., In the United States, paradoxically, it may be the very lack
of penetration of the primary group by the political sphere that makes
the marriage role a potentially constraining diffluence. Almond and Verba
found in their American sample a consensual norm that the primary group
ought not to be polit%gized and a social norm that placed some relation~
ships ‘above politics. Yet possibly this, very separation of personal‘
bonds from political affiliations may lead to conflicts between one's
political.role and one's family role: "mixed marriages” in the political
sense, the priority of family ties over political ones, and the greater
involvement of zge,hggband in American family life can constrain expres-

sion of politic beliefs for some American former activists._ Whatever

~ _0‘0017 3 R | - \
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" the ultimate explanations for our findings of the stronger impact of post-
graduation socialization: in Japah than' in the United States, our study

v gupperts the hypothesis that the impact of different stages in the sociali- -

gation process may vary cros culturally, and upderlines the ﬁeed‘ﬁpr
further crogs-national research along these lines. ., . V/j,a\{\ T

8 /!

. their generalization. The resplts ar baséd .on stsdl numbers.of activists
from léading centers of student protést in’both ‘chuntries. They reveal
the consequences of political Socializg}ion for an carly vanguard of -
student activists. Although the find#igs are not incensistent with othet
published research, they shoyld probably .not be generalized to the larger
massea_of'students who were leéss affected by student political protest.
The political socdializgtion of non-college youth was also quite diffefrent.

_ Not only may the efﬁec?é of different-®tages ‘of political ocialization
. vary ,cross-culturally, they may also vary across sub-cultures.

Although our findinpgs é e signiz;gant; care_should be exe;ciséd in

A final caveat is that the political consciousness of students in
the latter part of the 1960's was different from the early idealistic’
reform orientations thatoinitiated the student movement, and the.contin-.
‘uity in political commitments we found in. our samples may reflect that

, particular generation's trapsition to adulthood. That is the major
politic¢al evénts after their graduation may have helped to reinforce

 their leftist coumitment. Other.stydent gengrations'havé faced different
‘political environments. Germany's pplitical turmoil after World w§5 I
;edf%o'yqnnger gpnerationé supporting the rise of the Nazi regime, In
the U. S: the earldgr’fadical student generation of the 1930's had to

" come to grips with state terrpngsm.in'the Soviet Union and with World
War II, forcing many radicals to severely modify their politics. 1Im
contrast the 1960's generation has experienced the political turmoil of /
, the Vietnam War and increasing public recognition of the costs of the
.U. S.'s role is world pdliceman. There has also been the Watergate epi-.
«56de and the energy and environmental crises, All of these political -*
_events helped to reinforce left-wing politigs for the 1960's activists.
In short, comgarativeastudies of political socialization gged to consider
the on-going effects of polifical events that either facilitate or con-—
strain the earlier political socialization. -

-
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CONCLUSION

-
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This study developed a causal model of political socialization to
explain adult left-wing politigs. As with all such causal models there
are . major criteria which can be used to evaluaté its relative worth.
Does the model make theoretical sense? <Can it stand up-successfully
against alternative theories? Does the dausal‘modgl enlighten or clarify
- major issues under investigation? 2 = \
. . . .
Most political.socialization theorie# would predict that the process
has continuity%and cumulative effects. Our findings indicate that this )
. - is indeed the cgse. Moreover, the development of political consciousness N
- ™+ in young adulthood (between the ages of 18-25) would be expected to be
. - ) ) ) p )
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-eSPeciallyﬁcruciaL for political socialization, particularly if political
experience during this period are frequent®and intense. These expecta-
. tions_were again confirmed by the data. N o

t !

On the othé* hand, whi%e ternative theories.of politdcal socialiZSZ, )
~tion would emphasize the forative nature of childhood*political,gycial@zar
tion, this study indlcates timt more emphasis should be given to political
- soclalizatiion experiences whilk attending college, and, in many cultures, -
like Japan, to.adult political socialization. We found, furthermore, no
- evidence for thdimaturétionaliét hypothesis of the inevitable conservative
effects of aging and entr;yﬁe»into-adult society, We are led to conclude.,
that Af the goal of politfcal socialization researxch is to explain' and
predict adult-poljtics, we would do well to pay more attention to the
often intense political experiences of young adulthood and to whether -
théir products aré affected by the constrainth of later ocoupational and s
marriage roles. BRy utilizing a multivariate, cross-national, and longitu~--
dMal. design to study the political socialization process, we believe we !~
have provided not only a more sophistocated-and useful model but also
important data on the -various contributions of different stages of polit-
igal’%ocialization in two countries. Further resear;h_in this area using
bettersindicators should increase the proportion of variance that can be
explgined and suggest.additiénal'theoretical concepts that should be in- N
ciuded in the model. ==~ = ' . . ’ :
R oy, . ] : . ) - ‘ Lo .
In a recent critique of gconomics as a systep of belief;,Galbraith51
. argued that accepted economic models, while rigorous, are not very good
at *illuminating xeality in that they directrattention away from important
social, politigaﬂ,»and econgmic issues. Hié criticism can’'be extended
to other causal models in the social sciences. Thus, this paper would
- not_be completé without an assessment of the activists' impact on the
?ﬂl@tical procégf of the two countries. We beliﬁve they will have a dis-
proportional and possibly significant effect.  The former student pro-
testors are highly active politically and remain committéd to reforming
or radically changing societal -institutions. . Structurally they are
located in the knowledge @nd human service industries where they can .be,
effective societal critics through teaching, speaking, writing, and
scholarship. They}are in contact with youth and can céfitinue to ipfluencé .
the ideological oriéntations of younger generations. Few former’ activists «
may be willing fo mgke the compromises: that are associated with winning
an elected office; however, they are pursuing activities, that define
palitical issues through confrontation and interest group politics. The
¥

L

L

significance of student movements is not confined to the short-term
infMuences of student&protest. - ;
. b . ? o t

While ‘their political conscionsnéss and commitments were formed

into rigid ideoloéical positions or tactics. There is evidence thatf
. the former white civil rights activists, recognizing the need for
minority group leadership, have moved to other issues and organizatioms,
-and that Japanese former activists may have.moved away. from doctringire
forms of Marxism developed in their youth. To say that former student .
activists.of the 1960's 'have maintained their beliefs and activities as§(
' . - 1

primarily in their student days, the actiyist generation is not® frozen ()

. 9

@ .
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. frequently the result of evolutionary processes and that pdlitical move- .

N

) v (0 / .

members of leftist and activist subcultures after graduatign is not to say *’

that they are incapable'of ddjusting to changing fimes. In the final
analysis, the effectiveness of this genération of student activists will
be continggnt”upon the type of movement they can develop or influence,”
and ‘'upon the institutional footholds they can gain as they challengé the,
usual decision*making processes and, struggle with established authorities.
Those who-sighed with relief that thf gtudent protest movement was over
might do ;zi{:to take a more careful \look at the adults those students-
have become. - Those who naively assumed that™politica} rewolution was '
imminent would do well to repember that major political changes are_ :

ments-undergo many mutatioﬂ@'in their developnient.
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.This artiéle represents the application of a causal model of political’
socialization and of a more rigorouspmethodology to data preY}ouQIy
.reported in Ellis S. Krauss, Japamese Radicals Revisited: Student
Protest in Postwar Japan' (Berkeley: " University of California Press,
1974), and in James M. Fendr ch and Alison T. Tarleau, "Marching th a
Different Drummer:‘ Occupational and Political Correlates of Former . -
Student Activists," ‘Social Foreés, LXII, 2 (December, 1973), pp. 245- -
253. -‘The authors would like to thamk.the Institute of° Quantitative
Studies {in the Social Sciences, University of WasRington, for prowiding
programming. assistance, and the Bureau for Faculty Research, Western

-

Washington State Gollege for, providing manuscript‘t:jvpi.ng.‘_sez“vi_.c’es.L Algp'?
2we ‘are grateful to Professor Kazuko Tsurumi (Sophia Univerzity))for access

to -her data, and-fo-élfred-ArkIey and Richaxd Braungart fo

ments on the original manuscript. Work on this.paper was Supborted in

‘helpful com-

part by National Instituyte of EQ&EﬁtiQn Grant NEG 00-3-0312. Field re-

search in Japan by Krauss. was ;uppﬁ-t@ﬂ]by a National Defense Foreign .

Language Fellowship'and a-grant from the Committee on Interndtignal
Studies, Stanford University. - x . : A g;

. : . Lo
See, for example, Seymour- Martin Lipset and Philip G. Altbach’ (ed:)%
Students in Revolt (Boston:, Houghton Mifflin Company, 1969): Donald
Emmerson (ed.), Students'and Politics in Developing Coqptries‘(New. e
York: Praeger, 1968); Phkilip G. Altbach and Robert S.. Lau er (ed.),
The New Pilgrims: Youth Prptest in Transition (New York: . David Mc-

“Kay Company, 1972); Edward E. Sampson, Harold A. Korn, et. al.»(éd.),
" Student Activism and Protest (San Francisco: Jossey-Bass Publishers,
- 1970); Lewis Feuer, The Conflict of Generations (New York: Basic "=

Books; 1969); Kenneth Keniston, Young Radicals: Notes on- Committed

Youth (New York: Harcourt, Brace & World, 1968); Richard Flacks,

Youth and $ocial Change (Chicago: Markham Publishing Company,. 1971);

Jerome Skolnick, "Student Protést," in The Polities of.Social Change,

edv Joyce Gelb and Marian Lief Palley (New York:  Holt, Rinehart and
. - o

Winston, 1971). " . i

See especially the work of Keniston, Flacks and Feuer, as well as -
William S. Aron, "Student Activism of the 1960's Revisisted: A Multi-
variate Analysis Research Note," Social Forces, LII, 3 ( rch, 1974),
"pp. 408-415; Richard Braungart, "Family Status, Socialization and - )
Student Politics: A Multivariate Analysis,"” American Journal of N
Sociology, \LXXVII (July, 1971), pp. 108-130; David Westby and Richard
Braungart, ''Class and Politics in the Family Backgrounds of Sthent
Politcal Activists," American Sociological Review, XXXI (October,
1966), pp. 690-692; F. Solomon and J. Fishman, "Youth and Peace: A
Psychological Study of Student Peace Demonstrations in Washington,

. D. C.," Journal of Social Issues, LXI (October, 1964), pp. 493-408;

W. A, Watts and D. Whittaker, "Alienation and Activism in Today's
College-Age Youth: Socialization Patterns and Current Family Rela-

pp. 1-7. -

4 . . 1

Seymour Martin Lipset and Everett Carll Ladd, Jr., "The Political
Future of Activist Generatiomns,'" in Altbach and Laufer, p. 68; also
Skolnick, p. 128. ‘ : ’ oo
. i ’ . .
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On American acxivists, see Wade Greene, “Where afe the Savios of ‘
Yesteryear," New York Times Magazine, Ju}y 12"1970 ‘Daniel St. “Albin

_ Greene, "Chicago Epidog: What 'Thet Kids' Think, Three Years Later," -
The National Observer, August 30 1971, Granﬁﬁ?je edal, "The Move-

- ment>~, . .One the Wane, but Not Forgothen, 'vRoss Anderson,-"Missing
. Marchers: Still Concerned but No Longer Active in Demonstrations "

in the Seattle Times, Décember 12, 1971, Art Seidenbaut, "Decade of ~ -
Activists,% Los Angeles Times, ﬂaﬂuary 15, 1975, Mary’ McGory, "New
- Congressman Wexe 01d . Activists," Seattle“?ost—Intelligencer, January
27,. 1875, G. Vann Woodward, !What a ecamé of the 1960's?" New Republic
-November 6, 1974.7 Tracing former Student activists has® also been a. /’SQ

preoccupation of the media in' Japan, See, Mainichi Shimbun Shakaibu, o

Adbo Gakusei Han (ed.), Ampo: - Gekidd no Kono- Junen (The Security e
Treaty..*&hese Ten Years of Upheaval) (Tokyd: Bungei Shunjd, 1969),
pp. 9-23; Tachibana Takashi, "Rokujunen;Ampo Eiyd no EikG to Hisam," -
~ (the Glory ahd The Tragedy of the 1960 Security Treaty Heroes"),
Buhgei Shunjd (Februaty,,1969); Zengakuren..;ghere Are They Now?"

* The Japan Times, November ‘16, 1967, p. 5.

8.

See Fendrich and Tarleau, p- " 246,

Most of the major political socialization theori ts have discussed .

< this issue and the cantradictory data and hypothe_es concerning it w

See, or example, Richard E. Dawson, "Political Ypciglization,': -
Polit Science Annual, 1966, °ed, James A. Robipson (In ianapolis-
‘Bobbs-Merrill 1966), pp. 29-41; Richard D. Dawson-and Kenneth Prewitt,

Political Socialization (Boston" Little, Brown. and Company, 1969),-

. Ch. 6; Dean Jaros, Socializatien to Politics (New\Yorﬁk Praeger, 1973), o

Chapter 3; Kennetth Langton, Political Socialization (New York:

. Oxford University Press, 1969), pp. 17-20; Jack Deﬁggb, "Major Problems
. of Political Socialization Research," in Socializa

n:to Politics, ed.
Jack Dennis (New York: John Wiley & Sonms, 1973), pp. 13-16. The issue \
of the relative influence of stages of political soc1alizaeion is -
usually disgussed by these authors as part of the problem of "dis-
continuities" in the socialization process, or of the problem of ,
1limits of childhood socialization. They also argue the need ‘for Ion-
gitudinal dnd cross-national studies to clarify the issue. This paper,
asﬂwe shall suggest below, explicitly seeks to'respond'to this need.

See for example, most of the numerous articles reprinted.in anthol-*
ogies of political socialization research such as Norman Adler and
Charles Harrington, The Learning of Political Behavior (Glenview,

-«Illinois: Scott, Foresman and Company, 1970); Edward S. -Greenberg, .
~ed., Political Socialization (New York Atherton Press, 1970);:; and

Chapter II of Robert S. Sigel, ed., Learnigg -About Politics’ (New York: 7

Random House, 1970). To their crédit ‘most of the authors who stress )
the formativeness of childhood learning recognize. that their hypotheses

are not completely confirmed. °* .

) ‘

Donald D. Searing, Joel J. Schwartz and'Aiden E. Lind, "The Structur-
/ing Principle: P ylitical Socialization and Belief Systems," The

' American PoYitical Science Rev:Lewz LXVII, 2 (June 1973), p. 416.
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ﬁlO. .SeevWilliam R. Schonfeld, "The Focus of.Politicai Sovdalization Research:

An Evaluation," World Politics, XXIII, 3 (April, 1971)7 544-578 and .-
Fred. '

¥

. Greenstein; "A Note on the Ambigdﬁiy of 'Political Socializa- ’
.. tion'"™ Definitions, Criticisms, and Strategies of Inquiry," Journmal .
~. ' of Politics, XXXII, 4 (November, 1970) : 51f}117 o :

L ki?% L pset and Ladd, p. 84. See also éhe reﬁerehces in note 12 for‘further
~+ discussion of the "maturational" model. . - _ 3 :

12.. See S. N. Eisenstadt, From Generation to Generation {New York:  The,
Free ‘Press, 1964) and Talcott Parsons, "Youth in the Context of
American Society,” in The Challenge of Youth, ed. Erik H. Erikson
(Garden City, N.Y.: ,Anchor Books, 1965), especially pp. 129-140.

L4

13. Gabriel A. Almond and Sidney Verba, The Civic Clture (Princeton:
Princeton University Press, 1963), pp. 363-374. ’

14.° See, for example, Howard S. Becker and Anselm L. Strauss, "Careers,
»Personality, and Adult Socialization," The Américan Journal of Sociol- |
ogy, LXII, 3 (novembéy, 1956): ' 253-263; William H. Sewell, "Some
'Recent Developments in Socialization Theory and Research," Annals of
the Ameritan Academy of P6litical and Social Sqience, 349,
15. Seeé Richard Braungart, '"Family Status, etc." and William S. Aron,
"Student Activism, etc." cited in mote 3. .. . .

" 16. See for example Solomon and Fishman, op. cit.; Flacks, op. cit.; Riley
' Dunlap, "Radical and Conservative Student Activists:. A Comparison of'
Family Backgrounds," Pacific Sociological Review 13 (Summer, 1970):
171-181; Donald Matthews and dames Prothro, Negroes and the New
Southern Politics (New York: Harcourt, Brace & World, 1966); Joan M.
Orbell, "Protest Participation Among Southern College Students,"
, American Political Science Rewiew, 61 (June, 1967): : 446-456; and
Antony M. Orum, Black Student Protest, (Washington, D. C.? American <
Sociological Association, 1973). ’ R :

&
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17. Dean Jaros, op. cit., Chapter 4. - . ( -
18. Richard Flacks, éE;'cit.; Seymour M. Lipset aﬁd;Everett C. Ladd,.ﬁfﬁe
Politics of American- Sociologists,” American Journal of Sociology

78 (July 1972): 67-104; Solomon and Fishman, op. cit. '

" 19. . Raymond.J. Adamek and Jerry M. Lewis, "Social Control Violence and .
Radicalizatiqﬁigﬂthe Kent State Case," Social Forces, 51 (March,
1973), pp.!342~‘4?. - - .
20. N. J. Demerath, et. gl,; Dynamics of Idealism (San Francisco: Jossey-
Bass, 1971). =~ : i : -
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21. Seymour M. Lipset and Everett C. Ladd, op..cit.

22. Kazuko Téurumi, Soc@al'Change‘and the Individual (Princeton: Prince-
ton University Press, 1970); pp. 351-355.
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24.

25,

‘Géorge R. Packard III, Protest in Tokyo (Princeton:
- sity Press, 1966). o ' e,
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Princeton Univer-

1

William R. SchonfeXd, op. ‘cit.,and David,Easfon'ana Jack'bennis,

Angus Chmpbéll; et. al

Children in the Political System: Origins of Political Legitimacy '
(New York: McGraw-Hill, 1969). BT . -

5.

o ¢ 4 f f

.; The American Voter'(New York: jbhn Wiley

y ——— e ey

& Sons, 1960) and Arthur'S, Goldberg, "Discerning a Causal Pattern

.. Among Data on Voting Behavior," in-H. M. Blalock, Jr., (ed.) Causal

: 526;

34.

35.

* Models in the Social Sciences (Chicago:

' present\ joint project.

. or- ratio measures.

Aldine, 1971): 33-48." -

Féndrich and Tarleau; Krauss. “In 1972 the authors began extensive
correspondence exploring the similarities and differences in their

7

‘ two studies. After discovering shared theoretical concerns and

Py

simifar data bases and research'designs, we decided to work on the

’

~SeéTAnéhohy M. Orum, et. al., "Sex, Socialization amd Politics,"

smerican Sociology Review, IIIIX, 2 (April, 1974), p. 197-210.

Kézuko.Tsuruﬁi,'ﬁp. 512-314.:' .. ‘_ ';

For a more detailéd}discussion of the sample, see Krauss, Chapter 1.

A number of authosg, have cited this event as the start of the student
protest movement in the 3960's. See for example, Matthews and Prothro,
Orum; and Alphonso Pinkney, The Committed: White Activists in the
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See Fendrich and Tarleau.

'Initiélly a system Qf’weighting'thé three types of political behavior

* was considered because of the different thresholds of political

commitment that may be involved. We decided, however, that it would
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data. - Therefore, the three political activities were weighted equally,
recognizing that this WOuig introduce a certain amount of measurement,
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and (2) if they were active on each of the three items.
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This measure of career choice as well as some of the others used in
this study. can at best be considered ordinal rather than interval
Although interval of ratio measures are assumed

in regression analysis, H. T. Reynolds has found that ordinal measures
can be successfully used in causal analysis if there are adequate
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~ taining path coefficients in causal models if they are%i .10.

41,

. cated sampling design. There 1s a gap in our knowledge in how to

'Thg sipultaneous equations for each final. model are as follows:

) Y

categories that are not highly ckewed and control varigbles are measured

with. as much ‘refinement as the independent and dependent variables.
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See H. T. Reyndlds, "Ordinal Partial Correlation and Causal Inferenmce,"
in H. M. Blalock, Jr. (ed.) Measurement in the .Social Scieiices (Chicago:
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Helen M. Walker and Joséph Lev, Staﬁistical'lnference'(New York: Holt,
Rinehart and Winston, 1953), p. 185-187. ‘ .

When data from two different samples are compared, unstandardized path
coefficients are normally used; however, because there was little dif-
ference between our samples, we decided to use standardized path co-
efficients in reporting the multivariate analysis. '
Complicated statistical problems can be handled"with gimple random
sampling and simple statistical problems can be solved with compli-
determineé .confidence intervals when.more sophisticated gtatistical
techniques are used with complicated sampling designs. See, for
example, Hubert M. Blalock, Jr., Social Statistics (New York: McGraw-
Hill, 1972). 7. S ' '
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" 'been involved in national. and-local political campaigns. Still others
~ have won elected office. A féw examples are U. S. Congresswomen
Elizabeth Holtzman, U. S. Senator Gary Hart, Governor of California,
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